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vii ANCIENT GREEK HISTORIANS

detail. There are not very many questions con-
nected with the Greek historians which I have not
at one time or another talked over with my friend
Mr. Mahaffy, and I feel sure that I owe him much
which neither of us could now verify.

!

September 5, 1908.
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2 ANCIENT GREEK HISTORIANS wrect.

§ 1. The historical aspect of the Epics

Long before history, in the proper sense of
the word, came to be written, the early Greeks
possessed a literature which was equivalent to
history for them and was accepted with unreserved
credence—their epic poems. The Homeric lays
not only entertained the imagination, but also
satisfied what we may call the historical interest,
of the audiences who heard them recited. This
interest in history was practical, not antiquarian;
the story of the past made a direct appeal to their
pride, while it was associated with their religious
piety towards their ancestors. Every self-re-
specting city sought to connect itself, through its
ancient clans, with the Homeric heroes, and this
constituted the highest title to prestige in the
Greek world. The poems which could confer
such a title were looked up to as authoritative
historical documents. In disputes about territory
the Iliad was appealed to as a valid witness. The
enormous authority of Homer, the deep hold
which the Trojan epics had won on the minds
and hearts of the Greeks, may partly explain the
puzzle, why it was so long before it occurred to
them to record recent or contemporary events.
For when we consider the early growth of their
political intelligence, the paucity of their historical
records must strike us with surprise. In the
seventh century they were far advanced in political



































































































T SUMMARY 85

The work of Hellanicus, who conceived the idea
of a general history of Greece and laid the slippery
foundations of its chronology, has brought us to a
date from which we shall have to retrace our steps
to examine the work of a greater writer than any
of those who have claimed our attention to-day.
We have only considered those points of light,
obscured by time, which form the Ionian constella-
tion; we have yet to examine a star of the first
magnitude which is still as luminous as ever.
Herodotus (we must not call him an Ionian) will
be the subject of the next lectur
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74 ANCIENT GREEK HISTORIANS tLecr.n

elements are transfigured by the magic of his epic
art and the spell of a higher historical idea. He
was the Homer of the Persian war, and that war
originally inspired him. His work presents a
picture of sixth - century civilisation; and it is
also a universal history in so far as it gathers the
greater part of the known world into a narrative
which is concentrated upon a single issue. It is
fortunate for literature that he was not too critical ;
if his criticism had been more penetrating and less
naive, he could not have been a second Homer. He
belonged entirely in temper and mentality to the
period before the sophistic illumination, which he
lived to see but not to understand. Before his
death, the first truly critical historian of the world
had begun to compose. Our attention will next
be claimed by Thucydides.
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Herodotus, it was the phenomenon of the Empire
of Athens, a new thing in the history of Hellas,—

-an empire governed by a democracy, a new thing

in the history of the world—that captured the
cooler but intense interest of Thucydides He
did not take up his pen to celebrate; his aim was
to understand, —to observe critically how that
empire behaved in the struggle which was to test
its powers. It has not, I think, been sufficiently

‘realised what an original stroke of genius it was

to form the idea of recording the history of the

. "war at the very moment of its outbreak. Con-

temporary history in the strictest meaning of the
term was thus initiated. = Thucydides watched
the events for the purpose of recording them;
he collected the material while it was fresh from
the making. Further, he designed a history which
should be simply a history of the war and of the
relations of the militant states, which should con-
fine itself to its theme, and not deviate into
geography or anthropology or other things. Thus
he was the founder of “political ” history in the
special sense in which we are accustomed to use
the term.

Widely divergent views are held as to the way
in which the work of Thucydides was constructed
and the stages by which it reached its final though
incomplete state. This question is not one of
merely meritorious curiosity which may be left
to the commentator as his exclusive concern; it

“ects our general conception of the historian’s




















































































106 ANCIENT GREEK HISTORIANS Lecr.m

liable to lead to serious inaccuracies. For this
reason he based his own military history on the
natural division of the year into summer and
winter. That strict chronology was indispensable
for accurate history, Thucydides was fully con-
vinced. He proved it by casting his own work
into the form of annals. He was an artist, and
he could not have failed to see as clearly as his
critics (like Dionysius of Halicarnassus) that the
annalistic frame was an awkward impediment to
any plan of artistic construction. The two claims
of chronological accuracy and a pleasing literary
arrangement are not irreconcilable, as other
historians, like Gibbon, have shown; but Thucy-
dides did not attempt to combine them, and it
was characteristic that he should have preferred
the demand of historical precision to the exigencies
of literary art. His artistic powers were displayed
not in the architecture of his work, but in a
certain dramatic mode of treatment which will
be considered in the next lecture.




















































































184 ANCIENT GREEK HISTORIANS vecr.

( fident that the eloquent and fascinating portrait of
| Athens, drawn by Pericles, did not in the historian’s
opinion correspond to reality. It was the Peri-
[ clean ideal. And Thucydides knew perfectly well
at the claim that Athens was the school of liberal
education for Greece would have been scouted
by other states ; and, as a matter of fact, it did not
become anything of the kind till after the Pelopon-
nesian war. Again, it seems more than doubtful
whether Thucydides approved of the Periclean
policy of bringing all the inhabitants of Attica into
the city. The length at which he dwells on the
unpleasant consequences of this arrangement, his
pains in showing how distasteful it was to the
people, suggest that he considered it a measure of
highly questionable wisdom.

He certainly looked on Pericles as the most
successful statesman who had recently guided the
counsels of Athens. But he saw him, like all his
other dramatis personae, in a dry light, and, as I
have suggested, he has presented one side of the
statesman’s mind with a certain veiled irony.

The dramatic detachment of Thucydides readily
produced the impression that he was unpatriotic.
He allows every party to state their case as
strongly and persuasively as possible. But while
he wrote not as a patriot but as a historian, it is
Athens, not Sparta, the Athenian Empire, not the
Peloponnesian Confederacy, in which the interest
of the narrative centres throughout. As to the
questions at stake and the issues involved in the
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where he pourtrays the qualities of his countrymen,
there is not a single word about those conventional
virtues in which Nicias shone. The Athenians are
praised for their political intelligence and versa-
tility, for their adventurous activity, for enlight-
ened freedom in their intercourse with strangers,
and for other excellent things. Not a word is said
of their piety, and they were certainly pious. We
are told that they have accomplished much and
reached the heights by their own talents and their
own toil There is not a word, not a single per-
functory phrase, of assistance or favour from
heaven. Of religion, or of morality in the con-
ventional sense, there is not a syllable from the
beginning to the end of this brilliant speech.
Pericles could hardly have avoided at least some
conventional reference to the gods, in the speech
he actually delivered at the sepulture; that
Thucydides overlooked it is significant.

If this appreciation of the historian is sympa-
thetic, I hope you will not suppose that I belong
to the band of devotees who make a cult of Thucy-
dides and can see no defects in their idol. Such
devotees existed in ancient as well as in modern
times, and the historian’s ancient indiscriminating
admirers received a very proper rebuke from
Dionysius of Halicarnassus. I have already
suggested that he carried his method of exclusion
and omission too far. His treatment of individuals
displays a more serious limitation in his idea of
historical reconstruction. Thucydides does not
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to one of the latest Byzantine historians, Crito-
bulus. But this influence was of a superficial kind ;
it concerned style and phraseology ; it was generally
a mere mechanical imitation.! And the historians
whom he would himself have most esteemed were
not those who came under his own influence.

1 The servile imitation of Thucydides is ridiculed in Lucian’s »Qs 3¢t
lovoplar svyypdgew ;



LECTURE V

THE DEVELOPMENT OF GREEK HISTORIOGRAPHY
AFTER THUCYDIDES

§ 1. The generation after Thucydides

TaUCYDIDEs had set up a new standard and
proposed a new model for historical investigation.
He taught the Greeks to write contemporary
political history; this was the permanent result
of his work. But the secret of his critical methods
may be said to have perished with him; it has
been reserved for modern students fully to appre-
ciate his critical acumen, and to estimate the
immense labours which underlay the construction
of his history but are carefully concealed like the
-foundation stones of a building. Influences came
into play in the fourth century which drove history
along other paths than those which he marked out ;
“the best of the principles which his work had
inculcated did not become canonical; and his
historical treatment was not sympathetic under
the new intellectual constellations.

The age succeeding his death was perhaps not
favourable to the composition of political history.!

1 This is an observation of von Wilamowitz-Méllendorff.
150
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see too that the original personality of Socrates,
which made a deep impression on his disciples, was
effective in helping to establish this kind of litera-
ture ; most of them used their pens; and the
incidental portraiture of Plato, and the Memoirs
of Xenophon, which are not a Life, have their
significance for the rise of biography. I have not
to follow its further development or to show how
it was stimulated by the Peripatetic school.!
As a literary art ancient biography reached its
highest perfection in Plutarch’s gallery of great
men. That series is invaluable to us, because the
author consulted many books which are now lost ;
but he was not a historian ; his interest was ethical
What we are here concerned to note is that,
after Xenophon and Isocrates, historians generally
considered sketches of character and biographical
facts to be part of their business. It was a feature
which was flagrantly liable to abuse, and often
led to irrelevancies, which would have shocked
Thucydides. But although, in practice, ancient
character-portraits tended to be conventional and
uninstructive, it was in principle an important
advance to recognise that the analysis of character
and personality has historical value, and cannot
be confined within the limits which Thucydides
had allowed.

The continuation of Thucydides was taken up
by another writer who seems to have had a truer

! For these remarks on the rise of biography I have used F. Leo's
admirable work Die griechisch-romischs Biographis (1901).
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passage contains apparently a characteristic of a
statesman, whose identity can hardly be deter-
mined.! This evidence does not enable us to
decide whether Cratippus adopted the objective
method of Thucydides in regard to the personalities
of the historical actors. But in other matters at
least he condescended to his readers. He explains
the relations and actions of political parties; he
traces the growth of anti-Spartan feeling in Greece;
and of the constitution of Boeotia he gives as clear
an account as could be desired in a handbook, an
account which shows us that we were ignorant of its
real nature. The general impression I gain from
the fragment is that if the work had survived
it would occupy a distinctly higher place than the
Hellenica of Xenophon, though the author did
not possess Xenophon’s technical knowledge of
warfare.

The discovery of Grenfell and Hunt has added
to our knowledge of facts, but for our present
purpose its interest lies in showing on what lines
the writing of contemporary history, founded by
Thucydides, might have developed in the hands
of men, not endowed with his brain-power and
originality, but competent and diligent, if it had
not been diverted from an independent path by
forces which I will presently notice.

! The passage, on which nothing persuasive has been suggested, is in
col. x., where o0 yap Gowep o[i(?)xAetoror Tov Sv]vacrevbvrwr and dnfuo]rikwr
are the slight clues. Could it possibly be Dionysius of Syracuse? That
Sparta was interested in some of his proccedings described by Diodorus,
xiv. 7. 8, might conceivably have led to a mention of him here and a
digression on his policy.
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is thus sppmaised by Cicero, who, though he Lived
in a day when other styles of history were in
fashion, had s keen literary sense. “Philistus,”
he writes to his brother Quintus, who was engaged
in reading the Sicilisn author, is “a writer of
the first rank, pithy, sagacious, concise, almost
s ministure Thucydides.”' Cicero’s portrait sug-
beyond conciseness and the faculty of keeping
strictly to the point; and this we know from
other evidence. The court of the old fox (veterator)
Dionysius the Elder, of whom he was an intimate
confidant before his disgrace, was a school of
statecraft and political casuistry, in which the
imitator of Thucydides could well learn to study
political phenomena from the non-moral attitude
of his exemplar. But the mere fact that Philistus
undertook to write in detail the early history of
Sicily raises a presumption that he was less
sceptical than the Athenian; and as a matter of
fact he did not disdain to record wonders and
omens, such as the appearance of a swarm of bees
alighting on the mane of a horse, which was taken
to presignify the reign of Dionysius.*

§ 2. The influence of rhetoric

During the period in which these three his-
torians, Philistus, Cratippus, and Xenophon, wrote,
1 « Capitalis creber acutus brevis paene pusillus Thucydides ™ : ad Q.

Jr.ii. 11, 1 give the renderings of Tyrrell and Purser, vol. ii. ed. 2, p. 136.
% Cicero, Div. 1. 33=fr. 48. Cp. fr. 57.
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which were inspired by the idea of the unity of
Greek histors. Two of them have vanished,
leaving not a trace except the mere record of
their existence. One was by Zoilus, whose name
is better remembered for his carping criticisms
of Homer which earned him the nickname of
Homero-mastir, Homer's scourge.® The other was
by his pupil Anaximenes, who was one of the
teachers of Alexander. Both these historians were
submerged in oblivion by the success of the third,
Ephorus of Cyme. He is said to have been a
pupil of Isocrates, but I do not think that this is
established.? The work to which he devoted his
life, beginning with the mythical origins of Greece
and embracing the barbarian peoples with which
the Greeks came into contact, was probably
intended to terminate with the yvear 334, when
Alexander crossed into Asia, but only reached
as far as 356, in consequence of the author’s
death. It became and remained one of the
standard works of antiquity, and established what
has been aptly described as ‘“ the vulgate of Greek
history.” It is usual to designate this book, which,
although it has perished, is inwoven in the narra-
tives of our later authorities, so that we know a
good deal about it indirectly, as the first universal
history ; and so it is described by Polybius. But
it is important to discriminate the precise sense in
which we can admit this description. We must

! His work came down to Philip’s death.
3 Cp. Schwartz, art. * Ephoros,” in Pauly-Wissowa.
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method. The author seems to have had a wide
scquaintance with the whole range of historical
and geographical literature, and he did not copy
uncritically. He was fully conscious of the value
of first-hand information, and we may note his
acute observation, wondering how far he applied
it, that in the history of modern times the most
detailed accounts are the most credible, but for
ancient history those who profess to know most
particulars are the least worthy of belief. His
critical principles led him formally to throw over
the purely mythical period and begin with the
return of the Heracleidae; but he did not carry
out consistently this counsel of wisdom; in the
course of his narrative he introduced myths and
indulged in the crude methods of rationalising
which had been initiated by the Ionians.

I cannot enter into a detailed account of the
work of Ephorus, and must be content just to
mention characteristics for which the influence of
Isocrates is responsible. Among them may be
noticed the interruption of the narrative by moral-
ising platitudes; the introduction of elaborate
Isocratean speeches, even when an army was
facing the enemy ; and the passion for panegyrics.
These features, and his conventional battle-scenes,
which conformed more or less to a model scheme,
manifest the same tendency to sacrifice truth to
effect. History is becoming epideictic, like ora-
tory and poetry, and desires to show off. And this
is what is meant by saying that historiography was
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the private morality of men of action than with
their political or military capacity, that he served
up miracles and fables, and related a figment of his
own invention concerning the imaginary land of
Merope beyond the ocean, where the golden age
is still a reality,’ we may see that any comparison
with Thucydides is almost ludicrously inappro-
priate. He seems to have been a man of restless
vanity, endowed with what we might call an epi-
deictic temper. While Ephorus devoted his life
to study without personal ambition, Theopompus
travelled about, eager to cut a figure in the world,
like Gorgias and others of the early sophists. He
had a “temper,” revealed in his writings and
infusing a spice, which was lacking in the flavour-
less works of Ephorus and Cratippus. He was
a psychological analyst, and he was more inclined
to be censorious than panegyrical. The eritic
Dionysius says that his great aim was to dive
into the profundities of the human soul and
discover the secret wickedness almost invariably
lurking beneath the semblance of virtue.?

In judging these new tendencies to which
history succumbed under the Isocratean régime, we
must bear in mind that they responded to the taste
of the public which Isocrates did much to educate.
In old days Homer and the epic poets satisfied the

1 He snid expressly that in myths he would outdo Herodotus, Ctesias,
und ol 7a 'Ivdikd ovyypdyarres. Strabo, i. 2. 35.

2 Letter to Pompey, 6, 7. 1 suppose,” adds Dionysius, ¢ that the
mythical judges in Hades conduct their trials of the dead with the
punctual severity of Theopompus.”
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sure to be overlooked when the writer's first con-
sideration is not truth, but effect. And so it was
with Duris. His school, like the conventionalists,
subordinated history in the Thucyvdidean sense to
literary art. The conventionalists appealed to
taste, the realists appealed also to the emotions.
The former edified, the latter excited. But for both
alike history was simply a branch of rhetoric.

We may regret this corruption, as we call it, of
history. But it is more to the purpose to under-
stand the Greek point of view. It is not easy
for us to realise the importance which the art of
rhetoric possessed for the Greeks, as a purveyor of
aesthetic pleasure. Indeed, the history of Greek
rhetoric testifies, perhaps as impressively as the
history of Greek plastic, to the large part which
aesthetic pleasure played in Greek life. For the
later Greeks, the declamations of rhetoricians,
which we find intolerably tedious to read, had as
intense an aesthetic value as the Homeric poems
for their remote ancestors, and were listened to
with as eagerly attentive and as critical ears.
People went to hear a rhetorical display just as we
go to hear a symphony. And this interest lasted
down to late Graeco-Roman times. Greek prose
was always an art in as full a sense as the poetry
from which it sprang, regulated by principles and
canons, which have no counterpart in modern
languages, even in French, and required prolonged
study and practice. And rhetoric came to fulfil
for Greek audiences the same role which had been
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the destruction of Miletus and the Persian war
that the intellectual primacy in Greece passed
from Ionia to Athens, so it was a consequence of
the expansion of Hellas by Alexander that the
primacy passed away from Athens to Alexandria
and other places—passed back, we might say, to
the East; and this affected history as well as other
branches of literature. Again, the opening up of the
distant countries of Asia stimulated and ministered
to the romantic history which gratified the popular
appetite for sensation. On the other hand, the
reports and “ blue-books” of Alexander’s generals
founded a new kind of history which eschewed
rhetoric, addressed no appeal to the public, and had
very few exponents. Another result of Alexander’s
work was the rise of the idea of the oecumene,—the
realisation of the inhabited world as a whole of
which account must be taken.! This idea had
indeed no immediate influence on history. We
can trace its influence in the Stoic philosophy, and
it gave rise to the conception of the Romans that
their dominion was potentially conterminous with
the orbis terrarum. As a historical principle, it
then began to become effective, as we can see in
the universal histories of the first century B.c., and
it prepared the way for the Christian conception
of world-history.

! Compare J. Kaerst, Dis antiks Idee der Ockumene in ihrer politischen
und kulturellen Bedeutung, 1903.
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expression. He then sketches the patriarchal
government of primitive societies, appealing to
Homer’s description of the Cyclopes; the rise of
agriculture and of city-life; the beginnings of
legislation which became necessary when men who
had different laws in their separate life came to live
together. He shows how this gathering into large
communities suspended patriarchal rule and brought
about a monarchical or aristocratic government.

Up to this point we suppose that we are reviewing
the general development of mankind throughout
the whole earth. Then suddenly, by a sort of
legerdemain, the philosopher changes this universal
scene to the plain of Troy, and continues the
imaginary record from the foundation of Ilion. The
rest is a curious commentary on the history of
Greece. It turns on the idea that the Heracleidae
missed a great opportunity. The object of the
Dorian institutions which they introduced was,
Plato alleges, to protect the entire Hellenic race
against the barbarians, and, if they had only legis-
lated with more far-sighted wisdom, they might
have secured a permanent union or confederacy of
the Hellenic world, strong to resist all assaults of
the barbarians. As history, this is absurd; the
interest lies in Plato’s reflexion of the national
Hellenic idea which was preached by Isocrates.
Nor indeed does Plato intend it to be taken more
literally than the previous imaginary reconstruc-
tion of the progress of man from his primeval
conditions.
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of Theophrastus, compiled a corpus of the Attic
decrees of the fifth century, arranged in chrono-
logical order. The traveller, Polemon of Ilion, was
such a diligent copyist of inscriptions that he earned
the name of stone-rapper (stélokopas). Among the
Romans, Mucianus, the friend of the Emperor
Vespasian, collected and edited a large corpus of
official documents, probably including reports of the
proceedings of the Senate (acta senatus) during the
last age of the Republic. As this collection included
reports of public speeches by leading orators and
statesmen, the motive of Mucianus in compiling it
may have been an interest in oratory rather than in
history. Such labours were in any case exceptional.

Greece did not create scientific philology any
more than scientific history. But the movement
set on foot by the Peripatetic school was invaluable,
both for preserving the records, and exploring the
recesses, of the past; and however uncritical or
crude the methods of ancient antiquarians may
appear to us, they represent a prominent stage in
the advance of knowledge. But while their dis-
interested passion for research affected the recon-
struction of past history, contemporary history
was composed by men who subordinated truth to
rhetorical effect. There were few exceptions, con-
spicuously Hieronymus, whom I have mentioned,
and Polybius, to whom the next lecture will be

devoted.
1 Tacitus, Dial. 37.
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It is probable that Stoicism had something to
do with his change of view. It is certain that
he came under the influence of the new school of
liberal Stoics, through intercourse with Panaetius,
who, like himself, was an inmate of the house of
Scipio at Rome. “I remember,” says a speaker
in Cicero’s De Republica,' “ that you, Scipio, often
conversed with Panaetius in the presence of Poly-
bius, two Greeks the most deeply versed in
politics” (rerum civilium).  Polybius did not
become a Stoic, but he assimilated some Stoic
ideas, as in his earlier life he had been influenced
by the Peripatetics.

In his actual treatment and presentation of
historical events, the fluctuation in his views on
this question probably did not make much differ-
ence. A change in his views as to the freedom
of the will would have affected his treatment far
more deeply. I know for myself that on days
when I am a determinist I look on history in one
way, and on days when I am an indeterminist,
in quite another. Polybius was an indeterminist,
like most Greeks; he believed in free-will. The
particular Stoic influences to which he submitted
did not touch this doctrine. For Panaetius did
not share the doctrine of Chrysippus and older
Stoics, that the world is governed by laws of iron
necessity which exclude free-will.

We can see the results of his contact with
Stoicism in the account which Polybius gives of

T, 21, 34,
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expedition is contemplated and a second Trojan
war :—
atque iterum ad Troiam magnus mittetur Achilles.

That is the cyclical doctrine, and logically it
applied to small things as well as great. I may
_ illustrate it in the vivid manner of the philosopher
Eudemus. According to the Pythagorean theory,
some day I shall again with this manuscript in my
hand stand here in this hall and lecture on
Polybius, and you each and all will be sitting
there just as you are this evening; and every-
thing else in the world will be just as it is at
this moment. In other words, the cosmical pro-
cess consists of exactly recurring cycles, in which
the minutest occurrences are punctually repeated.
We do not remember them—if we did, they would
not be the same.

But the cyclical doctrine was not, perhaps,
generally taught in this extreme form.! Polybius
does not appear at first to have held even the
universal validity of the law of growth, bloom,
and decay. He considered that it holds good of
simple constitutions, pure monarchy, for instance,
or pure democracy, but he thought that the setting
in of decay could be evaded by a judicious mixture
of constitutional principles. He has submitted to
a minute analysis the Spartan and the Roman
systems of government, as eminent examples of

1 It is interesting to observe that Dionysius (Ilepi 7&v dpxalwy pnrépwr, 2)

suggests periodicity as an explanation of the Attic renaissance : efre feoi
Twos Bptavros elre Puaikijs wepiddov THy dpxalay Ty dvaxvklotayns.
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induced him to sbandon it?! Undoubtedly his
observation of the revolutionary movements in
the time of the Gracchi These movements came
as a great surprise to him; nothing could have
seemed to enjoy a more: secure stability than the
fabric of the Roman state in the days when he
began writing his book. But the Gracchan revolu-
tion opened his eyes. Its significance was brought
home to the friend of Scipio by Scipio’s assassina-
tion. These stormy years flashed a lurid light
on the past, and Polybius could now look back
with illominated vision and see in the agrarian
law of Flaminius (282 ».c.) the beginning of the .
degeneration of the people! Without touching
what he had written before, he introduced into
his work new paragraphs which meant the sur-
render of his former belief in the permanence of
the constitution. He now recognised that Rome,
too, was destined to decline, and he could con-
‘sequently accept unreservedly the principle of
. anacyclosis. Stoic teaching may have gradually
prepared him for this change of theory; and
Scipio assuredly had not been blind to the signs
of the times. The revolutionary outbreak illus-
trated the melancholy prediction which he heard
from the lips of his friend on the ruined site of
Carthage :—

éoceras Hpap Srav mwor SAwAp Thios iph
xal Ilplapos xal hads évppeio Ilplapoco.

1ii 21. 8.
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and like Polybius he played s part in political life ;
it was a smaller part, and on the tiny stage of
Rhodes. He once acted as ambassador of his city
to Rome. Polybius was first of all a man of
action ; Poseidonius was first of all a philosopher
and s savant, and he had s strain of poetical
imagination and enthusissm, a certain passion,
which we do not find in Polybius. It is to be
feared that for the vagueness of our knowledge on
some of the important facts of this period Posei-
donius himself is responsible rather than those who
compiled from him. His mental sttitude was
certainly different from that of Polybius, and the
difference does not conduce to confidence in Posei-
donius. For in philosophy he did not follow the
sobriety of his master Panaetius; his Stoicism was
of a more mystical strain; in fact, it departed so
far from the earlier tenets of the sect that it may
be described as a theology. He believed in the
mantic art, on which he wrote a treatise,! and in
the significance of dreams; and he was thus
disposed to accept what Polybius would have
rejected as fabulous. On the whole, I think we
may say that while Poseidonius exercised a wide
and deep influence on the intellectual life of his
day, and occupies a considerable place in the
history of ancient learning, and while his historical
work was the chief source of the records of his
time, and its loss is deplorable, he cannot be said
to have advanced the study of history by new

1 Used by Cicero in D¢ Divinatione, Book 1.
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principles or methods, and in some respects he
represented a retrogression from Polybius. His
fragments show that general Culturgeschichte was a
conspicuous feature of his work ; and he seems to
have aimed at suggesting a contrast between the
rude but fresh manners of barbarians like the Gauls
and Parthians, and the decadent civilisation of
Egypt and Syria. We cannot form any definite
idea of his general treatment, but we may say with
probability that Poseidonius had qualities which
entitled him to be reckoned among those historians
to whose works men go, not for rhetoric or senti-
ment, but for the illumination of the past by
reasonable thought.!

1 Some interesting aspects of the work of Polybius, on which I have

not been able to touch in this lecture, are brought out in Mahaffy’s
valuable chapter on the historian in Gresk Life and Thought.



LECTURE VII

THE INFLUENCE OF GREEK ON ROMAN
HISTORIOGRAPHY

THE political genius of Rome might lead us to
expect that the Romans would have possessed a
home-grown historiography of their own, reflecting
their national character. But Greek influence
intervened before they had time to discover a
form of historiography for themselves; and in
this, as in all branches of literature, they found
Greek influence irresistible.  Their history was
moulded by the Greeks; in its methods and
principles it is Greek.

Its birth from Greek history was undisguisedly
proclaimed by the fact that its founders, aristocrats
contemporary with the Second Punic war, wrote
. their Roman annals in the Greek tongue. The
chief of these writers, and the only one of whose
work we can form any idea, was Q. Fabius Pictor,
whose book was consulted and respected by
Polybius. Greek was at that time recognised
as the language of the educated world; it was
the Esperanto of those parts of the universe that

counted; and this fact outweighed the strong
224
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Rbetorical history remmaimed im the asscendant,
but antiquarian history also had some devotees
Rome has a distinguished roll of antiquarians to
point to, such as Varro, Hyginus, Asconius, and
it was the distinction of Sactonius to have written
history which aimed simply at the industrious
eollection of facts, without any thought of
very similsr to that of Tacitus, but in his bio-
gmaphies, which (as Leo hes shown) are built
up on a conventional scheme, he keeps his own
personal views in the background and lets the
facts speak.

The development of the Gracco-Roman his-
toriography under the early Empire, up to the
time of Theodosius the Great, can now be studied
in the elaborate work of Peter,’ the special value
of which consists in treating the Greek and Latin
historians together, and in showing how the writ-
ing of history was affected by the Court and by
the publicc. He has illustrated abundantly how
a writer’s freedom in treating contemporary history
was limited by fears and hopes; and how his scope
was narrowed by the lack of interest of the public
of these ages in any contemporary events except
the scandals of the Court. Exceptions were few.
We have beenaccustomed to think of Ammianus
Marcellinus as the only Latin historian after
Tacitus whose merits entitle him to a high place.
Recently a new star has been announced, whom

1 See Bibliography.






like Ephorus and Poseidonius.

Far superior in conception and grasp seems to
have been the lost work of Pompeius Trogus,
of which we know something from its Epitome
by Justin. It was a universal history of the
Hellenic and oriental world. Roman history was
excluded up to the point at which Greek and
Eastern peoples came into contact and collision
with Rome. It has been plausibly conjectured
that the author omitted Roman history because
it had been so fully treated by his contemporary,
Livy. But though its universal character was
thus limited, it showed a sense of unity and con-
tinuity, like that of Polybius; and this was re-
flected in the title of the work, Philippica, which
indicated that Macedonian historv was. more or






divinely inspired tradition of the Jewish records,
whereby they determined the general frame and
perspective of the history of the world. This was
the first appearance of the principle which Car-
dinal Manning expressed in his famous saying
that dogma must overcome history, and which
guides all the historiography of the Ultramontane
school.

The Christian reconstruction of history held
men’s minds throughout the Middle Ages, im-
posed as it was by the highest ecclesiastical
authority. But though it marked no advance-
ment of knowledge, though the synthesis was
simply grotesque, it served to emphasize and in-
tensify the idea of the unity of mankind which
had already been preached by the Stoics. With






ical events which brought Ionia into close contact
with the East and by the simultaneous beginnings
of geographical exploration ; and how history com-
pleted the first stage of its growth and definitely
extricated itself from the mythological mists which
hung about its infancy and childhood, through the
brilliant inspiration which occurred to the genius
of Thucydides, the idea of studying critically and
recording political events as they occurred. We
saw that the chief events in Greek history re-
/ acted upon Greek historiography. The Persian
conquests led to the investigation of ‘“modern”
history ; the defeats of Persia by Greece inspired
Herodotus; the Athenian Empire stimulated Thucy-
dides; the rise of the Macedonian power, suggest-






LECTCRE VIII

VIEWS OF THE ANCIENTS CONCERNING THE
TSE OF HISTORY

IT was not reserved for modern historians to ask
themselves why history should be studied and why
it should be written. The question was considered
by ancient writers ; and it was first posed by Thucy-
dides. Herodotus indeed announced that the
general purpose of his work was to preserve the
memory of past events and record great actions
which deserve the meed of fame. This statement
shows that Herodotus had not asked himself the
question; he assumed, and rightly assumed, the
human interest of history ; but he did not examine
what it meant. He was prompted to write his
prose epic by the same instinct which prompted the
Homeric minstrels to compose their epic poems.

~ ¥ b . y A b] ! ’ A -~
pova’ dp’ dowdov dvixev deldepévar xMéa avdpdv.

The muse inspired the bard to sing of glorious deeds of men.

He esteemed the aim of the historian to be exactly
the same as the aim of the epic poet—to entertain

an audience. So long as it was written from this
242
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And without being Aristotclians, or belomging to
any school of philosophy, we must adwmit, that, as
all things are interrciated, there must be a point at
which every fact has a possible sigmifieance for
man’s view of his world, and therefore a practical
synthesis of history, which may at least eonceivably
be achieved in the indefinitely distant future, all
facts must have a place And when we con-
sider the inevitable lacunae in our records, it is clear
that every fact is precious ; for instance, one trivial
detail may be the means of leading us to the right
reconstruction, just as in a detective’s investigation
an apperently insignificant circumstance (such as
the spelling of a word) may put the clue in his
hands. You never can tell. Thus the antiquarian
historian is playing the long game. He collects,
sifts, and interprets facts which, if you take the short
view, may seem merely curious, without relation
to human life, not the business of a man whose
interests are human ; but at any time one of these
facts may enable us to solve a problem, or prove a
theory, the human interest of which is evident. We
may say then that the cry of ‘history for its own
sake,” means that history has begun systematically
to play the long game. Let us remember that
however long be the game and however technical
the rules, human interest is its ultimate justifi-
cation. Let us not take the phrase ‘history
for its own sake” to mean that it is not the
vroper function of history to serve any ulterior
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posterity leads us to another, though closely related,
conception which has only in recent times become
alive and real for us. It is remarkable how little
the Greeks and Romans thought or speculated
about the future of the race. The shortness of the
period over which their historical records extended,
their doctrine of cyclical recurrence, and the widely
 spread belief in a decline from a golden age, may
have hindered them from taking a practical interest
in the subject; though they contemplated long
periods of time, for -instance the magnus annus,
equivalent in duration to 12,954 ordinary years.
Tacitus, in a very interesting passage, asks: What
do we mean by using the terms ancient and
modern ? “The four hundred years, which separate
i us from Demosthenes, seem long in comparison
¢ with the brevity of human life ; but they are almost
\. a vanishing quantity if you compare them with the
Eduration of the ages (ad naturam sacculorum);
‘why, if you consider even the magnus annus,
vDemosthenes, whom we call an ancient, seems to
belong to the same year, nay the same month, as
ourselves.” This passage stands almost alone, I
think, in its appreciation of historical perspective.
But such flashes of consciousness of our position
in time did not awaken any serious or persistent
curiosity about the future fortunes of the race.
The Greeks were imbued with what may justly be
called a progressive spirit; but they did not asso-
ciate their labours for the improvement of civilisa-
tion with any notion of an indefinite advance of the
























was, 1 believe, an atterthought. .'L'here 18 1nternal evidence
that it was not originally part of the work.! For the Intro-
duction, where, as I said, we might have expected to find
such a sketch, actually contains a brief summary of the
relevant features of the period.? Further, Thucydides had
before him, as he tells us, the Attic chronicle of Hellanicus;
the defects of that work supplied him with a special motive
for writing a more adequate and accurate narrative; and
this work of Hellanicus was not published in its earlier form
till 411 s.c,, in its later till 404 n.c. And may we not fairly
say that these prolegomena had a fuller justification in a
history of a war ending in the catastrophe of the Athenian
empire than in the narrative of a war ending with the

1 The allusion to the destruction of the long walls (c. 938. 5) cannot be
pressed, as it might have been introduced alone. But it is to be noted
that the Pentekontaéteris is ignored in i. 146 ; while i. 3. 6 seems to be a
later insertion.

2 Cc. 18, 19. The Introduction (i. 1-23) was evidently written before
414 B.c. as a Preface to the history of the Ten Years’ War. A few phrases
may have been changed or added, but not s0o much as an allusion to the
fall of Athens was introduced.
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The narrative of the last years of the first war may have
demanded revision for another reason. The author was
absent from Athens ever since he assumed the command
of a fleet in Thrace, and there were documents and informa-
tion which perhaps he had no opportunity to procure until
he returned to his country after his exile. It has been
suggested by Kirchhoff that the text of the armistice between
Athens and Sparta in 423 B.c.! was a subsequent insertion.
It might, of course, have been procured at Sparta. The
text too of the Peace of 421 n.c.? is inserted in a narrative
which reads rather as if it had been composed without
accurate knowledge of the precise stipulations; but this
can hardly be pressed. In general it seems probable that all
the verbal copies of documents which appear in the text
would, in the final revision, have been reproduced in the
author’s own words.

Although Thucydides re-handled his early work, which
was now to be only part of a much greater work, he never
prepared it finally for publication or gave it the last touches
of revision. Passages remain which exhibit the earlier view
that the war was over in 421 ; and there are difficulties here
and there which are probably due to want of final cor-
rection.

In the transition from the first to the second part of his
history (v. 20-26) there are clear signs of imperfect joining,
due to the successive views which Thucydides entertained of
the war, namely :

(1) Before 414 B.c.: one war of ten years (ro moAéuov
Torde, 20. 1);

(2) After 414 n.c.: two wars, of which the second began
in this year and was in progress ;

(3) After 04 n.c.: one war of twenty-seven years.

In the first place we can see, I think, how Thucydides
originally concluded his history of the first war, before he
thought of a continuation (414 B.c.). We have two conclu-
sions, ¢. 20 and c. 24. C. 20 is the natural conclusion ; it im-
mediately follows the Fifty Years® Peace which terminated the
war. But then cc. 21-24 rclate the alliance between the

Tiv. 118-119. 2 v. 18-19.
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Trogus. See Pompeius Trogus
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Tyche, in Thucydides, 125; in
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